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T  6 

Dr  ROBERT  JONES. 


SIR, 

I Have  now  perufed  your  publication,  entitled 
Jn  Inquiry  into  the  State  of  Medicine  ;  and  I 
addrefs  this  letter  to  you,  in  confequence  of  fonie 
paffages  which  it  contains. 

It  is  by  no  means  my  intention  to  enter  into 
any  refutation  of  the  new  dodrine  which  you 
have  adopted.  To  me,  the  abfurdity  of  it  ap- 
pears to  be  felf-evident.  Nor  do  I  propofe  to 
become  the  advocate  for  thofe  refpeclable  cha^ 
rafters  whom  you  have  loaded  with  abufe ;  fomc 
of  whom  you  have  even  boldly  charged  with 
villany  and  falfehood  *  :  If  they  incline,  they 
want  not  abilities  to  vindicate  their  own  conduft. 
1  fliall  alfo  pafs  over  in  filence,  all  thofe  expref- 
fions  of  fupercilious  difdain,  which  in  difl'erent 
parts  of  your  work,  although  you  have  been  yet 
but  little  more  than  three  years  engaged  in  the 
ftudy  of  medicine,  you  have  thrown  out  againfl 

A  my 
*  The  gentlemen  here  alluded  to  are,  Dr  Cullen,  Df 
Monro,  and  Mr  Alexander  Wood. 
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my  publications,  my  praftice,  my  premiums  for 
encouraging  experimental  inquiry,  and  my  Dif- 
penfary  as  you  are  pleafed  to  call  it.  If  thefe  be 
not  able  to  defend  tliemfelves,  they  arc  not  worth 
defending. 

But,  in  the  unfair  account  which  you  have  gi- 
ven of  the  cafe  of  Mr  Kaacfon,  you  have  repre- 
fented  me  not  only  as  an  ignorant  phyfician,  but 
as  a  bad  man.  Others  whom  you  have  treated 
in  the  fame  manner,  may  probably  confider  filent 
contempt  asthebeflanfwer.  Perhapsthey  are  right. 
But,  for  my  own  part,  I  put  too  high  a  value  upon 
thecharaderofanhonellman,  not  to  do  every  thing 
in  my  power  to  defend  it.  Your  book  may  fall  into 
the  hands  of  many  readers  who  arc  unacquainted 
either  with  your  charader  or  with  mine  ;  and, 
if  no  reply  be  given,  they  may  imagine  that 
there  is  fome  foundation  for  what  you  fay.  Be- 
fore the  publication  of  it,  you  retired  beyond  the 
reach  of  the  laws  of  this  part  of  Britain  ;  and  at 
prtfcnt,  I  have  neither  leifure  nor  inclination  to 
follow  you  into  Wales. 

Thefe  rcafons  have  determined  me  to  defend 
myfelf  before  the  tribunal  of  tlie  public,  in  a 
letter  addreffed  to  you.  And  I  truft,  that  every 
candid  reader  who  lhali  perufe  it,  will  be  fully 
fatisfifd,nat  only  that  I  have  been  accufed  without 
any  good  reafon,  but  that  your  condu6l  in  this 
atfair  was  highly  culpable,  and  might  have  been 
feverely  punilhed  by  the  laws  of  the  land. 

The 
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The  following  plain  narrative  affords  fufEcient 

confirmation  of  thcfe  aflVrtions  In  the  month 

of  Oclober  1780,  Mr  Edward  L.  Fox,  then  a 
ftudent  of  medicine  at  this  place,  but  who  is  at 
prefent,  Ibelieve,  in  Cornwall,  called  at  my  houfe, 
and  requefted  the  favour  that  I  would  vifit  his 
friend  Mr  Ifaacfon,  who  was  then  very  ill.  I 
immediately  accompanied  Mr  Fox  to  Mr  Ifaac- 
fon's  lodging,  where  I  received  from  his  own 
mouth  a  full  and  particular  account  of  the  pro- 
grefs  of  his  complaints. 

His  difcafe  was  a  diftinSly  marked  fever,  at- 
tended with  an  evident  difpofition  to  the  putrid 
ftate ;  and  his  habit  of  body  was  fuch  as  gave 
me  ground  for  being  alarmed.  I  dire(5led  for 
him  fuch  meafures  as  in  my  judgment  appeared 
neceffary :  And  although  I  informed  him  that  I 
hoped  there  would  be  little  danger  in  his  cafe, 
I  at  the  fame  time  obferved,  that,  as  the  progrefs 
of  every  fever  was  uncertain,  it  would  be  more 
fatisfaftory  to  me  to  attend  him  in  conjundion 
with  any  other  phyfician  moft  agreeable  to  him- 
felf,  than  to  attend  him  alone.  After  delaying 
for  a  day  or  two,  during  which  time  his  fever 
continued  to  increafc,  Dr  Monro  was  fixed  upon. 
Mr  Goodwin,  an  intimate  friend  of  Mr  Ifaacfon's, 
who  then  lodged  in  the  fame  houfe,  and  who  had 
always  been  prefent  when  I  vifited  Mr  Ifaacfon, 
called  firft  at  I)r  Monro*s  houfe  to  requeft  his  at- 
A  2  tendance. 
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tendance,  and  afterwards  at  mine  to  inform  me  that 
Dr  Monro  would  meet  me  at  Mr  Ifaacfon's  lodging 
next  morning  at  ten  o'clock.  We  met  accord- 
ingly, and  regularly  continued  our  attendance 
every  day  during  the  whole  courfe  of  Mr  Ifaac- 
fon's illnefs.  After  our  vifits,  we  adjourned  to  Mr 
Goodwin's  room ;  where,  in  prefence  of  that 
gentleman,  we  concerted  thofe  meafures  which 
we  thought  neceffary,  and  left  our  direftions 
with  him  and  the  fick-nurfe.  In  the  courfe  of 
the  difeafe,  our  patient  had  much  delirium,  and 
the  fymptoms  of  putrefcency  ran  to  a  great  height. 
A  fore,  in  particular,  under  his  right  arm,  dif- 
charged  a  large  quantity  of  an  ichorous  and 
bloody  matter,  which  had  a  very  high  degree  of 
foetor,  in  fo  much  that  Mr  Goodwin,  who  was 
afraid  of  infedlion,  thought  it  prudent  not  to  go 
into  the  room,  but  merely  to  give  the  neceffary 
direftions  to  the  nurle  in  his  own  room. 

The  remedies  which  we  principally  employed 
in  this  cafe  were,  the  Peruvian  bark,  the  acid 
elixir  of  vitriol,  and  the  free  accefs  of  cold  air. 
Befides  thefe,  Port-wine  was  liberally  employed; 
and  he  was  likeAvife  allowed  to  take  a  confider- 
able  quantity  of  flrong  cyder,  for  which  he  ex- 
prelTed  a  defire  before  his  delirium  came  on. 
Under  thefe  remedies  he  had  by  imperceptible 
degrees  a  complete  recovery. 

During  the  whole  courfe  of  this  treatment, 

nei- 
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•neither  your  name  nor  that  of  Dr  Brown  was 
ever  mentioned.  Dr  Monro  and  myfelf  regu- 
larly vifited  Mr  Ifaacfon  together;  and,  as  our 
views  of  the  difeafe  were  the  fame,  every  mea- 
fure  was  concerted  with  the  moft  perfeft  harmony. 
We  entertained  not  even  the  moft  diftant  idea,that 
any  perfon  whatever  was  attempting  to  make  our 
patient,  while  under  the  delirium  of  a  fever,  and 
incapable  of  giving  his  own  affent  to  any  mea- 
fure,  the  fubjed  of  a  dangerous  experiment, 
which,  if  it  had  been  carried  into  execution,  would 
in  all  probability  have  proved  fatal  to  him. 

After  all  Mr  Ifaacfon's  febrile  fymptoms  had 
ieft  him,  we  direfted  him  to  the  ufe  of  afs-miik 
and  a  reftorative  diet.  Dr  Monro  then  difcon- 
tinued  his  vlfits ;  and  I  called  upon  him  occafioii- 
ally,  rather  as  a  friend  than  a  phyfician. 

No  fooner  was  Mr  Ifaacfon  in  this  ftate,  than 
it  began  to  be  reported  that  he  was  cured  by 
Dr  Brown,  after  Dr  Monro  and  Dr  Duncan  had 
given  him  over.  This  ftory  was  particularly  told 
in  a  pretty  large  company  by  Mr  Richard  Cod- 
rington,  one  of  thofe  favourite  pupils  of  Dr 
Brown,  whom  you  mention  as  having  been  a 
witnefs  to  the  conclufive  experiment  which  he 
made.  That  brandy  is  an  effeftual  cure  for  the 
gout,  which  you  think  was  demonftrated  by  his 
having  obtained,  in  his  own  cafe,  the  temporary 
ufe  of  a  pained  foot,  or  rather,  perhaps,  by  his 
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having  forgotten  the  pain  of  it  in  confequence  of 
intoxication.  Nay,  I  was  afterwardslnformcd,  that 
Dr  Brown  himfelfwent  fo  far  as  to  fay  to  one  gen- 
tleman in  Edinburgh,  that  if  he  had  not  boldly^ 
interfered,  Dr  Monro  and  I  would  have  killed  our 
|)atient  in  one  day  longer.  As  foon  as  I  heard 
what  Mr  Codrington  had  faid,  you  may  readily 
fuppofe  that  I  thought  it  my  duty  to  inquire  into 
the  matter. 

I  went  to  Mr  Ifaacfbn,  and  took  the  firfl  op- 
portunity, when  the  nurfe  was  out  of  the  room, 
ot  afking  him,  Whether  he  knew  any  thing  of 
his  having  been  treated  by  Dr  Brown  and  you? 
He  affured  me.  That  he  was  entirely  ignorant 
of  the  whole  matter.  When  the  nurfe  returned 
to  the  room,  1  pur  the  famequeflion  to  her,  tell- 
ing her  the  reports  I  had  heard.  The  nurfe  in- 
formed me.  That,  during  the  courfe  of  Mr  Ifaac- 
fon's  illnefs,  you  had  made  repeated  applications 
to  her  to  exhibit  to  Mr  Ifaacfon,  w^ithout  the 
knowledge  of  his  phyficians,  medicines  which 
you  would  bring  to  her  :  I'hat  you  had  offered 
her  money  to  comply  with  this  requeftj  and  that 
fcine  day  -when  you  met  with  her  on  the  ftreet,  you 
prevailed  upon  her  to  go  into  Dr  Brown's  houfc, 
Avhere  Dr  Brown  in  your  prefence  had  earneftly 
urged  the  tame  requrft,  and  had  given  her  par- 
ticular diff  ^lions  about  exhibiting  to  Mr  Ifaac- 
fon rum  and  laudanum  in  large  quantities. 

But 
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But  ftie  pofitively  afferted,  that  flie  had  ftrictly 
adhered  to  the  advice  given  by  Dr  Monro 
and  me  ;  and  that  flie  had  never  on  any  oc- 
cafion  exhibited  the  medicines,  or  followed 
the  advice,  given  by  you  or  Dr  Brown.  She 
laid.  That  one  night  when  Mr  Ifaacfon  was 
delirious,  and  could  not  diftinguifli  one  perfou 
from  another,  you  had  come  into  the  room  with 
a  tea-cup  in  your  hand,  and  attempted  to  give 
him  the  contents  of  it,  but  that  you  could  not 
get  him  to  fwallow  it ;  and  that  flic  faw  tke 
greateft  part  of  it  afterwards  thrown  into  the 
aflies  by  the  landlady  of  the  houfe.  But  flie 
pofitively  affirmed,  That  during  the  courfe  of  her 
attendance,  this  was  the  only  medicine  of  your*^s 
■which  Mr  Ifaacfon  had  tafl:ed ;  and  that  your 
direftions  with  regard  to  rum  had  been  entirely 
difobeyed,  the  patient  having  been  regularly 
kept  upon  the  ufe  of  wine,  cyder,  and  the  other 
articles  which  were  ordered  by  Dr  Monro  and 
me. 

The  landlady  of  the  houfe,  who  bellowed  a 
great  deal  of  attention  on  Mr  Ifaacfon  during  his 
illnefs,  corroborated  in  every  particular  the  ac- 
count given  by  the  nurfe,  where  flie  had  accefs 
to  know  it.  She  informed  me,  That  you  had 
endeavoured  to  prevail  upon  her  to  exhibit  your 
medicines  privately,  without  either  the  -know- 
ledge of  the  nurfe  or  of  the  phyficians  :  That  flie 
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had  pofitively  refufed  to  comply  with  your  rc- 
queft  :  That  fhe  was  afterwards  prcfcnt  when 
you  made  an  application  to  the  nurfe,  who  alfo 
refufed  :  That  the  nurfe  informed  her,  fhe  was 
one  night  prevailed  upon  by  you  to  go  into  Dr 
Brown's  houfe,  where  the  fame  requefl  of  ex- 
hibiting laudanum  and  rum  was  again  made  by 
Dr  Brown  himfelf ;  but  that  flie  was  ftill  firmly 
refolved  to  adhere  to  the  directions  given  by  Dr 
Monro  and  Dr  Duncan,  and  to  exhibit  no  me- 
dicine but  what  they  ordered.  She  added,  that 
fhe  was  firmly  convinced  the  nurfe  had  ftuck  to 
this  refolution  ;  and  that  {he  herfelf,  who  was 
conftantly  prefent  with  Mr  Ifaacfon  when  the 
nurfe  was  afleep  or  abfent,  had  never  given  him 
any  other  medicines  but  thofe  ordered  by  Dr 
Monro  and  me.  She  informed  me  alfo.  That 
flie  faw  you  one  night  attempt  to  give  Mr  Ifaac- 
fon a  draught  which  contained  a  large  quantity 
of  laudanum,  but  that  you  could  not  get  him  to 
take  it ;  and  that  as  foon  as  you  left  the  room, 
file  threw  it  into  the  aflies. 

Mr  Goodwin,  to  whom  I  alfo  applied  for  infor- 
mation about  this  matter,  informed  me,  That 
you  had  been  remarkably  troublefome  with  your 
kindnefs  during  the  time  that  he  was  afraid  to 
venture  himfelf  into  Mr  Ifaacfon's  room  :  That 
the  nurfe  had  informed  him  of  your  application 
to  her,  and  l^ad  afked  him  whether  Ihe  might 

give 
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give  any  medicines  brought  by  you :  to  which 
he  replied,  that  he  thought  Mr  Jones  was  only 
wifliing  to  make  an  experiment  j  that  in  fo  dan- 
gerous a  cafe  he  fhould  be  afraid  to  truft  him ; 
and  that  he  would  never  give  his  confent  to  it. 
He  added,  that  he  firmly  believed  flie  had  im- 
plicitly followed  our  direftions,  and  totally  dif- 
regarded  thofe  given  by  you  and  Dr  Brown. 

After  I  had  received  this  full  information  of 
what  you  had  done,  and  intended  to  have  done, 
in  Mr  Ifaacfon's  cafe,  I  muft  own,  Sir,  that  I 
viewed  you  in  no  other  light  than  in  that  of 
erailfary  to  Dr  Brown  ;  and  if  your  own  account 
of  the  matter  can  in  any  degree  be  depended  up- 
on, this  is  now  put  beyond  all  doubt.  You  had 
indeed  been  the  oftenfible  agent;  yet  I  was  in- 
clined to  think,  that,  upon  a  thorough  examina- 
tion of  the  matter  before  a  court  of  juftice,  the 
original  and  principal  delinquent  might  be  fully 
detected  and  properly  punifhed.  I  confidered 
full  detection  and  exemplary  punifliment,  as  ia. 
matter  of  confequence  to  fociety,  with  the  view 
of  preventing  fuch  praftices  in  future.  I  thoui?ht, 
that  if  hereafter  any  unfortunate  ftudent,  who 
put  himfelf  under  the  care  of  a  phyfician  in 
whofe  judgment  he  had  confidence,  fhould  fall 
a  vidlim  to  the  rafli  experiments  of  any  wild 
theoretical  interloper  who  was  capable  of  bribing 
a  nurfe,  we  Ihould  be  in  fome  meafure  culpable 

for 
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for  it,  by  having  allowed  you  and  Dr  Brown 
to  efcape  on  the  prefent  occafion. 

With  thefe  fentiments  I  went  to  Dr  Monro. 
I  informed  him  of  the  reports  I  had  heard, 
and  of  the  accounts  I  had  received  from  Mr 
Ifaacfon,  Mr  Goodwin,  the  nurfe,  and  the  land- 
lady. Till  that  time  he  had  heard  nothing  of 
the  attempts  made  by  you  and  Dr  Brown.  I 
need  not  mention  his  furprife  at  your  extraordi- 
nary condud.  He  was  fully  fenfible,  that  the 
fame  motives  which  now  influenced  you  to  claim 
the  merit  of  the  cure,  would  have  led  you  to  re- 
prefent  us  as  the  caufe  of  Mr  Ifaacfon's  death,  if 
your  requeft  had  been  complied  with,  and  he 
had  fallen  a  victim  to  the  rum  and  laudanum. 
For  in  that  cafe  you  would  probably  have  kept 
your  padion,  as  you  call  it,  with  the  nurfe,  of 
never  divulging  any  thing  of  the  matter ;  and 
the  whole  of  your  interference  would  have  for 
ever  remained  a  profound  fecret.  Dr  Monro 
faw  the  hazard  to  which  he  and  other  prafti- 
tioners  would  be  fubjefted,  if  fuch  procedure  were 
continued.  He  was  aware  of  the  ftill  greater 
hazard  to  which  the  lives  of  ffudents  would  be 
cxpofed,  if  they  were  pradtiicd  upon  by  thofo 
who  never  faw  them,  but  merely  received  im- 
perfeft  accounts  of  their  fituation  from  an  ac- 
quaintance or  a  nurfe  :  But  at  the  fame  time  he 
was  very  averfe  to  any  profecution  or  legal  in- 
quiry. 


quiry.  He  was  principally  averfe  to  it  on  your 
account,  becaufe  he  confidered  you  in  the  light 
of  an  imprudent  young  man,  who  had  thought- 
kfsly  brought  yourfelf  into  a  -very  difagreeable 
fituation  ;  and  he  imagined  that  the  mal-pradices 
might  be  fufficiently  proved  of  you,  altho*  they 
could  not  be  brought  home  to  Dr  Brown,  whom 
he  confidered  as  the  original  aggreffor.  He  was 
averfe  to  it  on  account  of  Dr  Brown's  wife  and 
infant-children,  who  might  have  fufFered  more 
fcverely  by  it  than  we  could  eafily  forefee.  And 
bcfides  this,  he  thought  there  was  but  little 
danger  that  Dr  Brown  would  repeat  fuch  prac- 
tices, and  ftill  iefs  chance  that  he  would  again 
find  any  ftudent  to  be  his  affiltant  in  the  manner 
that  you  had  been. 

To  his  judgment  I  yielded  ;  and  all  thoughts 
of  profecution  were  dropt.  I  took  occafion, 
however,  to  ftate  the  cafe  to  feveral  gentlemen 
of  the  law,  eminent  and  refpedable  in  their  pro- 
feffion.  It  was  their  unanimous  opinion,  that 
if  the  fatla  which  have  now  been  related  could 
be  fully  proved,  imprifoniiient,  pillory,  or  ba- 
nifliment,  wnuU  have  been  tlie  punilhment  in- 
flifted  upon  you.  And  they  were  farther  of 
opinion,  that  if  your  rum  and  laudanum  had 
really  been  exhibited,  and  if  Mr  Ifaacfon  had 
died  in^ediately  after  this  experiment,  you 

could 
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could  not  have  efcaped  the  gallows  but  by  a 
Royal  pardon. 

Although  the  idea  of  a  profecution  at  law  was 
dropt,  yet  the  cafe  of  Mr  Ifaacfon  did  not  ceafe 
to  be  the  fubjeft  of  converfation.  As  being  a 
party  concerned,  I  was  often  alked  the  particu- 
lars of  it ;  and  I  never  failed  to  give  what  I  then 
thought,  and  am  ftill  convinced,  was  a  fair  and 
candid  reprefentation  of  the  matter.  This,  how- 
ever, probably  produced  the  following  letter  to 
me  from  Dr  Brown. 

To  Dr  Duncan,  Phyfician,  Edinburgh. 
"  Sir, 

"  I  have  received  certain  information,  that 
"  you  have,  in  a  very  public  manner,  made  free 
*'  with  my  charafter,  as  a  man  and  as  a  phyfi- 
**  cian.    I  fliould  have  thought  your  conduft 

more  proper,  if  you  had  any  information  of 
**  any  thing  reprehenfible  in  my  conduft  towards 
"  you,  to  have  mentioned  your  complaint  firll 
"  to  myfelf ;  and  then,  if  I  did  not  give  you  the 
**  entire  fatisfaftion  that  you  might  think  your- 
"  felf  intitled  to,  to  have  adopted  the  method 
"  you  have  thought  proper  to  follow.  Though 
"  you  have  not  done  fo,  I  ftill  think  it  a  proper 
"  ftep  to  apply  to  yourfelf  for  information  of 

"  what 
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«  what  you  have  to  fay  againft  me.  I  am  In  ex- 
"  pedtation  of  your  immediate  anfwer. 

"  John  Brown.'* 

To  this  Letter  I  returned  the  following  Anfwer. 
"  Sir, 

"  In  anfwer  to  your  letter  which  I  received 
"  yefterday,  give  me  leave  to  alk  you  the  fol- 
"  lowing  queftions. 

"  I.  Did  you,  during  Mr  Ifaacfon's  late  illnefs, 
"  give  advice  or  direftions  to  Mr  Jones  refpecl- 
"  ing  the  method  of  treatment  to  be  followed  in 
"  that  cafe  ? 

"  2.  Was  you  privy  to  the  fa£l,  that  Mr  Jones 
"  exhibited,  or  ordered  to  be  exhibited,  to  Mr 
*'  Ifaacfon,  when  under  the  delirium  of  a  fever, 
"  medicines  of  a  very  active  kind,  without  gi-* 
"  ving  the  fmaUeft  intimation  of  this  to  the  phy- 
"  ficians  who  were  attending  him,    and  who 

were  at  the  fame  daily  prefcribing  medicines 
*'  for  Mr  Ifaacfon  of  a  different  nature  ? 

"  3.  Are  you  ignorant,  that,  foon  after  Mr 
"  Ifaacfon's  recovery,  a  report  was  propaga- 
"  ted  that  he  was  cured  by  large  dofes  of  lau- 
"  danum  given  by  your  diredtions,  after  he  had 
"  been  given  up  by  Dr  Monro  and  Dr  Duncan  ? 

"  4.  Is  there  any  foundation  in  truth  for  fuch 
"  a  report  ? 
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"  I  do  not  demand  an  immediate  anfwcr  to 
*'  thefe  queries,  unlefs  it  be  perfeclly  convenient 
"  for  you,  but  I  cxpeft  an  explicit  one ;  and 
*'  am  your's,  &c.  Andrew  Duncan.'* 

I  knew  it  was  impoffible  for  him  to  give  an  ex- 
plicit anfwer  to  thefe  queftions,  without  either 
fixing  a  crime  upon  himfelf,  or  giving  up  the 
merit  of  his  pretended  cure  ;  accordingly,  a  few 
days  after  this,  I  received  the  following  Letter. 

To  Dr  Duncan. 

"  Sir, 

*'  You  have  not  anfwered  my  firfl:  letter. 
**  The  queries  you  have  put  to  me  cannot  be 
"  confidered  as  an  anfwer.    I  muft  therefore 

once  more  infifl:  upon  your  communicating  to 
•*  myfelf,  what  it  is  that  you  have  to  fay  againft 
"  me.  John  Brown." 

My  Reply  to  this  Letter  was  as  follows. 

"  Sir, 

"  I  took  It  for  granted  that  your  firfl:  letter 
«'  could  apply  only  to  the  account  I  had  given  of 
"  the  cafe  of  Mr  Ifaacfon. 

**  Had  you  anfwered  all  my  queries  with  a 
"  dircft  negative,  I  fhould  have  told  you  my 

authority  for  the  account  I  gave.  If  they  can 
**  be  anfwered  only  in  the  affirmative,  every  un- 

prejudiced  perfon  muft  confider  your  interfe- 
"  rence  as  highly  improper.    As  you  have  not 

givea 
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given  them  any  anfwer,  it  puts  a  period  to 
"  any  farther  correfpondence  on  this  fubjeft  on 
"  the  part  of  Andrew  Duncan." 

After  this  fecond  letter,  I  heard  nothing  farther 
from  Dr  Brown  on  the  fubjea.  When  the  cafe  of 
Mr  Ifaacfon  happened  afterwards  to  be  mention- 
ed, I  always  gave  the  account  I  have  now  given. 
And  I  am  convinced,  that  in  the  repetition  of  Dr 
Brown's  letters,  when  I  had  them  not  in  my 
pocket  to  read,  I  never  did  him  any  injuftice.  I 
am  forry  you  have  reduced  me  to  the  neceffity 
of  printing  them:  but  if  they  do  him  no  credit, 
it  is  your  fault,  not  mine.  Nay,  the  whole  mat- 
ter would  probably  have  been  in  a  {hort  time  for- 
gotten, if  your  publication  had  not  revived  it. 

I  have  now,  Sir,  given  a  fair  detail  of  this  mat- 
ter; and  I  truft  that  it  is  unneceffary  for  me  to 
add  much  more,  to  obtain  with  every  impartial 
reader,  a  full  acquittal  from  all  the  calumny  with 
which  you  have  loaded  me. 

That  Mr  Ifaacfon  himfelf  thought  I  had  fome 
merit  with  him,  may  be  inferred  from  the  fol- 
lowing circumftance.  No  fooner  was  he  able  to 
go  abroad,  than  he  came  to  my  houfe,  and,  in 
language  expreflive  of  the  moft  fincere  regard, 
returned  me  his  befh  thanks  for  the  kind  atten- 
tion I  had  bellowed  upon  him  during  his  illnefs. 
He  preflfed  me  to  accept  of  a  proper  pecuniary 

compenfation 


L    i6  ] 


compenfation  for  my  trouble.  This,  however, 
I  declined  J  as  it  is  a  general  rule  with  me,  as 
well  as  with  almoft  all  the  other  medical  prafti- 
tioners  in  Edinburgh,  never  to  accept  of  a  fee 
from  any  ftudent  of  medicine.  But  he  after- 
wards fent  me  a  book,  which  was  marked,  *'  To 
"  Dr  Duncan,  as  a  tribute  of  gratitude  from  his 
humble  fervant,  J.  B.  Ifaacfon."  Of  this  I 
cheerfully  accepted ;  and  it  has  ever  fmce  had  a 
place  in  my  library,  among  many  other  fimilar 
donations. 

Thefe,  Sir,  were  the  fentiments  and  feelings 
expreffed  by  the  man  whofe  life  was  at  flake  on 
the  prefent  occafion.  But  you,  although  you 
had  no  concern  whatever  in  the  matter,  have 
thought  proper,  for  reafons  beft  known  to  your- 
felf,  in  your  panegyric  on  the  Difcoverer  of  the 
New  Dodrine,  as  you  call  it,  to  beftow  upon 
me  a  return  of  a  very  different  nature. 

You  charge  me,  in  a  general  way,  with  folly, 
weaknefs,  and  malice.  I  pretend  not.  Sir,  to 
be  exempted  from  the  frailties  of  human  nature. 
But  before  the  candid  reader  determines  with 
what  degree  of  thefe  I  am  chargeable,  he  will  at 
leaft  confider  on  whofe  judgment  I  am  here  con- 
demned. You  have  now,  it  is  true,  obtained 
the  title  of  Do£lor  of  Medicine^  although  rejected 
upon  trial  by  the  univerfity  of  Edinburgh,  as 
unworthy  of  that  honour.    But  your  new  title 
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has  hot,  I  fuppofe,  conferred  upon  you  any  ad* 
ditional  wifdom  or  prudence.  With  mofl  of 
thofe  who-know  your  charafler,  I  am  not  afraid; 
and  with  thofe  who  do  not  know  you ,  I  am  per- 
fuaded  that  no  very  high  opinion  will  be  formed 
of  your  judgment,  from  the  publication  in  which 
you  have  attacked  me. 

You  charge  me  as  guilty  of  a  crime,  for  ha- 
ying faid  that  Dr  Brown  and  you  had  clande- 
ftinely,  and  without  authority,  interfered  with  a 
patient  under  the  care  of  Dr  Monro  and  me.  1 
did  fay  fo.  And  is  it  poflible  for  any  man  to  read 
your  own  narrative,  without  being  fatisfied  that 
the  alTertion  is  true  ?  On  every  occafion  you  call 
us  the  attending  phyficians :  And  you  admit, 
that  we  knew  nothing  of  the  practices  which  yoU 
were  attempting  to  carry  on. 

For  this,  you  feem  indeed  to  think  it  a  fufficient 
apology,  that  a  gentleman,  for  whom  I  had  then 
a  great  regard,  was  defired  by  Dr  Brown  and 
you  to  communicate  to  me  your  intended  interfe- 
rence, and  to  demonftrate  to  me  the  neceffity  of 
having  recourfe  to  your  knowledge  for  the  fafety 
of  my  patient.  This  meffage,  however,  you  a'- 
low,  he  declined  to  deliver.  And  you  ad- 
mit, that  he  advifed  you  to  leave  the  treatment 
of  the  cafe  to  the  phyficians  under  whofe  care  it 
was.  You  will  not  therefore  pretend  to  fay,  that 
the  blame  was  his.  He  would  indeed  have  afted, 
1  B 
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in  my  opinion,  a  more  friendly  part  both  to 
you  and  to  me,  if  he  had  told  me  of  your  inter- 
ference.  But,  do  you  fuppofe  any  reader  can 
confider  it  as  an  excufe  for  your  condud,  that 
he  refufed  to  comply  with  your  requeft,  and  that 
you  refufed  to  follow  his  advice  ?  or  at  leaft,  if 
you  was  not  open  enough  to  exprefs  your  refu- 
fal,  that  you  afted  in  contradidlion  to  it? 

As  an  apology  for  no  intimation  of  your  inter- 
ference being  given  to  the  other  phyfician  who 
attended,  you  aflert,  in  the  moft  pofitive  man- 
ner, that  Dr  Brown  once  defued  you  to  com- 
municate his  plan  of  cure  to  Dr  Monro.  You 
admit,  however,  that  you  did  not  do  fo.  Do  you 
mean  from  this,  to  take  the  blame  upon  your- 
felf,  and  to  reprefent  Dr  Brown  as  being  fully 
exculpated  ?  Do  you  really  think,  that  this  will 
be  confidered  as  a  fufficient  apology  even  for  him 
by  any  unbiafTed  reader?  Had  he  aftedwith  the 
fmallcft  fenfe  of  propriety,  had  he  been  influ- 
enced by  the  leaft  fpark  of  humanity,  it  was  his 
duty,  before  ordering  any  thing,  if  there  was 
any  infuperable  obftacle  to  his  meeting  with  the 
attending  phyficians,  to  have  feen  the  patient 
himfelf;  and  not  to  have  trufted  to  the  informa- 
tion which  he  derived  from  a  fingle  converfation 
with  a  nurff ,  or  from  the  report  of  an  unexpe- 
rienced young  man.  But  it  will  not,  I  imagine, 
require  much  fagacity  in  any  reader  to  difcover 
his  reafons  for  acting  as  he  did. 

It 
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It  is  vain  for  you,  after  the  acknowledgments 
which  you  have  yourfelf  made,  to  pretend  that 
you  alone  had  a  right  to  direft  the  treatment  of 
this  cafe  ;  and  that  Mr  Ifaacfon  firft  called  in 
your  alEftance,  and  intrufted  his  life  to  your 
(kill,  on  the  prefent  occafion.  Let  us  but  for 
a  moment  fuppofe,  that,  as  you  aifert,  Dr 
Monro  was  called  in  by  no  authority  but 
your's,  and  that  I  came  by  no  authority  but  my 
own.  Yet  you  will  not  pretend  to  fay,  that  du- 
ring the  whole  courfe  of  Dr  Monro's  attendance, 
he  ever  faw  you,  fpoke  with  you,  or  heard  of 
your  name,  as  attending  this  patient.  After  he 
was  called,  therefore,  every  reader  muft  confider 
the  cafe  as  entirely  out  of  your  diredion,  even 
fuppofmg  that  it  had  been  once  under  your  care. 
But  I  go  farther.  Sir,  and  if  you  do  not  know 
it  already,  I  muft  now  tell  you,  that  after  your 
conduft  with  refpeft  to  this  cafe  began  to  make 
fome  noife,  I  afked  Mr  Ifaacfon  whether  he  had 
ever  put  himfelf  under  your  care ;  and  he  pofi- 
tively  alTured  me,  that  the  allegation  of  your 
being  called  to  attend  him  at  any  time  during  the 
courfe  of  his  fever,  either  by  himfelf,  or  by  any 
authority  from  him,  was  entirely  groundlefs;  and 
that  there  could  be  lio  other  foundation  for  your 
affertion,  but  his  having  mentioned  your  name 
during  his  delirium. 

You  accufe  me,  Sir,  as  having  been  the  moft 
B  ■  2  a^liive 
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active  perfon  in  a  plot  againft  Dr  Brown  ;  and 
of  having  very  near  ruined  him,  both  as  a  man 
and  as  a  phyfician.  What  ground  is  there  for 
this  charge  ?  Does  a  wifli  to  have  truth  brought 
to  Hght,  defervethe  name  of  a  plot?  Or  did  this 
difpute  originate  from  any  interference  of  mine 
with  a  patient  of  his  ?  Am  I  accufed  of  having 
almdfl  ruined  hi:n,  becaufe  I  was  anxious  to 
have  the  matter  brought  before  a  court  of  ju- 
flice,  or  is  it  becaufe  I  yielded  my  own  judg- 
ment to  that  of  Dr  Monro?  I  will  not  pretend 
to  fay,  that  it  was  not  really  a  misfortune  to  him 
that  a  profecution  did  not  take  place.  I  have 
often  thought,  that  he  anxioufly  wiflies  to  have 
the  charader,  at  leafl:,  of  being  an  opprefTed 
man ;  and  many  parts  of  your  publication,  parti- 
cularly the  dedication  and  the  conclufion,lead  mc 
flill  more  than  ever  to  adopt  that  opinion.  I  am 
fully  perfuaded  it  has  mortified  him  not  a  little, 
that  Dr  CuUen,  whom  in  his  lectures  he  has 
publicly  abufed  in  the  moll  indecent  manner, 
and  whofe  character  he  has  frequently  attacked 
both  as  a  phyfician  and  as  a  man,  has  hitherto 
treated  this  abufe,  cither  with  filent  contempt,  or 
ironical  wit.  If,  therefore,  he  wifhes  that  there 
fhould  be  fome  ground  for  its  being  thought  that 
he  is  opprelTed,  perhaps  I  did  him  an  injury  by 
allowing  this  matter  to  drop.  For  had  the  proof 
againft  him  been  deficient,  he  might,  although 
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really  guilty,  have  obtained  a  vlftory,  even  at 
your  expence.  I  fhall  only  fay,  it  was  not  my 
fault  that  he  was  deprived  of  the  chance  of  it. 

With  regard  to  the  accufations  againft  him  be- 
ing fpread  thro"ugh  the  numerous  circle  of  my 
friends;  if  this  be  criminal,  I  pretend  not  to  in- 
nocence. When  the  cafe  of  Mr  Ifaacfon  came 
to  be  the  fubjeft  of  converfaiion,  was  it  to  be  ex- 
pe£led  that  1  fliould  remain  filent  ?  I  did  not  re- 
main filent.  I  freely  told  what  had  happened ; 
and  I  gave  my  opinion  without  referve.  This, 
however,  I  can"  anfwer  for  ;  when  I  related  the 
circumftances,  I  adhered  ftridly  to  what  I  then 
thought,  and  am  ftill  convinced,  was  the  truth. 
If  a  fair  relation  of  fa£ts  was  any  prejudice  to 
his  character,  he  had  himfelf  only  to  blame ;  un- 
lefs,  perhaps,  fome  (hare  of  that  blame  was  due 
alfo  to  you,  his  affiftant  and  emiffary. 

You  accufe  me,  Sir^  of  employing  every  mode 
of  intimidation  to  prevail  upon  the  nurfe  to  deny 
the  truth.  How  inconfiftent  is  this, even  with  your 
own  ftory!  According  to  your  own  account  of 
the  original  paftion  with  her,  made  in  Dr  Brown's 
houfe,  flie  told  you  before-hand,  that,  if  ever  your 
practices  weredifcovered, (he  woulddcny  the  whole 
matter.  The  paftion,  if  ever  it  exifted,  was  bro- 
ken ;  not,  probably,  on  her  part.  Had  you  not, 
therefore,  reafon  to  believe,  that  (lie  would  now 
acl  as  fhe  had  before  faid,  without  any  mod?  of 
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intimidation  being  employed  ?  Of  this  charge  a- 
gainft  me,  however,  you  have  offered  no  proof. 
On  what  authority  you  have  afferted  it,  I  know 
not.  But  whatever  your  authority  may  be,  I  de- 
clare before  God  and  the  world,  that  there  is  not 
a  fliadow  of  foundation  for  it :  And  I  truft  that 
every  candid  reader  will  confider  it  as  being 
merely  the  groundlcfs  afperfion  of  a  malevolent 
man,  who  is  himfelf  capable  of  fuch  pra£lices. 

I  truft.  Sir,  that  the  account  I  have  now  gi- 
ven, will  afford  to  every  unbiafTed  man,  an'aniplc 
vindication  of  my  charafter  from  the  heavy 
charges  which  you  have  brought  againft  mc. 
And  if  you  can  yourfelf  perufe  it,  without  being 
fcnfible  of  the  impropriety  of  your  condudl,  you 
have  a  worfe  heart  than  I  am  willing  to  believe. 
I  finci  rely  wifli  that  you  may  fee  your  fault,  and 
repent  of  it.  I  hope  that  you  will  drop  the  ar- 
rogant vanity  of  fuppofing,  that  you,  and  a  few 
other  unexperienced  young  men,  who  are  ac- 
quainted with  the  New  Dodrine,  as  you  call  it, 
are  the  only  phyficians  in  the  world.  I  fmcerely 
hope,  that  you  will  never  hereafter  clandeflinely 
endeavour,  by  tampering  with  anurfe,  to  make 
thole  who  iiitruft  their  lives  to  other  praditionr 
ers,  the  fubjedl  of  your  dangerous  experiments, 
If  you  do  continue  it,  be  affured,  that  altho'  your 
plots  be  flill  conduced  under  the  mafk  of  friend- 
fhip,  you  will  not  long  efcape  unpuniflied.  I  hope, 
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Sir,  that  notwithftandlng  the  thorough  convic- 
tion which  you  profefs  in  the  truth  of  the  New 
Doftrine,  you  will  allow  yourfelf  to  refleft,  that 
you,  as  well  as  others,  are  liable  to  error ;  and 
you  cannot  be  too  cautious  how  you  carry  your 
theories  into  praftice.    For,  although  opium, 
wine,  and  fpirits,  are  articles  of  the  utmoft  im- 
portance in  medicine,  and  have  been  liberally 
employed  for  centuries  before  the  name  of  Dr 
Brown  was  ever  heard  of,  yet  the  abufe  of  lau- 
danum, and  your  fpirituous  regimen,  as  you  call 
it,  muft  be  followed  by  the  molt  dreadful  con- 
fequences.-    And  whatever  you  may  think  of 
your  obligations  to  Dr  Brown  on  account  of  the 
medical  inftrudlion  you  have  derived  from  him, 
I  cannot  help  being  of  opinion,  that  the  prefent 
cafe  will  convince  almoR  every  reader,  that  it 
would  have  been  much  for  your  honour,  as  well 
as  your  intereft,,  if,  in  place  of  coming  to  Edin- 
burgh as  a  teacher  of  Latin  or  of  medicine,  he 
had  ftill  continued  to  exercife  his  original  occu- 
pation of  an  operative  weaver  in  a  country  vil- 
lage. 

But  you  are  yet  a  young  man,  and  may  relm- 
quifh  thofe  dangerous  tenets  in  which  you  at  pre- 
■  "fent  profefs  fo  firm  a  belief.  Be  perfuaded,  that 
it  will  be  nothing  to  your  credit,  obftinately  to 
perfift  in  that  belief.  For  in  all  ages,  the  groiTeft 
abfurdities  have  ever  been  fupported  whh  the 
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moft  ftubborn  bigotry.  It  requires  no  uncoiii' 
mon  penetration  to  difcover,  either  the  abfurdity, 
or  dangerous  tendency, of  the  doftrine  which  you 
have  embraced.  It  is  fufficient  to  obferve,  that, 
according  to  this  dodrine,  dropfy,  diarrhoea,  fe- 
ver, fcrophula,  palfy,  epilepfy,  &c.  are  but  diffe- 
rent degrees  of  the  fame  difeafe,  each  depending 
on  a  determined  degree  of  weaknefs  ;  and  that 
all  of  them,  vi^here  they  are  curable,  will  be 
moft  certainly  cured  by  opium  or  fpirits  taken 
in  very  large  quantities.  Nay,  in  one  part  of 
your  book  you  exprefsly  affert,  that  there  are 
but  two  difeafes  affefting  the  whole  fyflem,  and 
that  it  is  only  the  ignorance  of  phyficians  which 
has  given  the  name  of  difeafe  to  any  thing  elfe. 
And  whether  you  be  yourfelf  fenfible  of  it  or 
not,  it  follows  as  an  unavoidable  confequence  of 
the  doctrine  which  you  defend,  that  brandy  is  an 
cffedual  cure  for  both  of  them.  For,  to  fpeak 
in  your  own  dialed,  it  mufl  be  an  efFe£lual  cure 
for  the  one  by  increafing  excitement,  and  for  the 
other  by  exhaufling  excitability.  Every  perfon 
who  conjoins  common  fenfe  with  the  fmallefl 
degree  of  medical  experience,  mufl  be  fenfible 
that  any  refutation  of  fuch  a  dodrine  is  totally 
unncceffary. 

I  mean  not,  however,  to  lay  the  blame  of 
this  wild  idea  to  your  charge.  The  avowed 
purpofe  of  your  inquiry,  indeed,  is,  to  promuU 
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gate  it  to  the  world,  as,  what  you  call,  a  great 
difcovery.  But,  at  the  fame  time,  no  difcerning 
reader  can  perufe  your  book,  without  being  fa- 
tisfied  that  it  is  principally  intended  as  a  quaek- 
bill  to  celebrate  the  praifes  of  Dr  Brown.  And, 
though  it  be  publifhed  ih  your  name,  yet  I  can 
aflure  you,  an  opinion  is  very  commonly  en- 
tertained here,  that  Dr  Brown  himfelf  ought  ia 
reality  to  be  confidered  as  the  author  of  it.  If 
there  be  any  truth  in  this  fuppofition,  what  muft 
be  your  opinion  of  that  man,  who  can  fay  fo  much 
in  his  own  praife,  and  in  fuch  a  way  ?  What  mult 
you  think  of  yourfelf  ? 

That  you  may  foon  difcover,  and  hereafter  a- 
void,  your  prefent  errors,  is  the  earneft  wifti  of 

Your  mofl  obedient  fervant, 

Kdin.  Oft.  ji.  ^ 

ANDREW  DUNCAN. 


APPEN- 


APPENDIX. 


r~jnO  the  account  of  Mr  Ifaacfon's  cafe,  given 
in  the  preceding  Letter,  I  was  advifed  to 
fubjoin  the  tcftimony  of  thofe  who  had  the  bell: 
opportunity  of  being  acquainted  with  the  fa£ls 
here  related.  I  accordingly  fent  my  manufcript, 
firll  to  Mr  Goodwin,  and  then  to  Dr  Monro, 
accompanied  with  the  following  letter  to  each  of 
thefe  gentlemen. 

«  Dear  Sir, 

"  In  confequence  of  a  late  publication  by  Dr 
"  Jones,  I  have  prepared  for  the  prefs  the  in- 
"  clofed  letter  to  him.  I  beg  that  you  will  be 
"  kind  enough  to  perufe  it ;  and  then  inform  me 
"  whether  you  can  atteft  the  truth  of  what  I 
"  have  alTerted  with  regard  to  you.  By  return- 
"  ing  an  anfwer  in  writing  as  foon  as  it  fuits 
"  your  convenience,  you  will  much  oblige, 

"  Your  moft  obedient  fervant, 

Andrew  Duncan." 
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To  this  letter  I  received  the  following  anfwer 
from  Mr  Goodwin. 

To  Dr  Duncan, 

"  Dear  Sir, 

"  I  have  perufed  your  manufcript  Letter  ad- 
"  dreffcd  to  Dr  Robert  Jones  of  Caermarthen- 
"  fliire ;  and  I  acknowledge,  that  every  circum- 
"  ftance  contained  therein  concerning  me,  is 
"  true. 

I  have  no  pretenfions  to  party-fpirit ;  nor 
"  do  I  wifh  to  enter  into  controverfial  broils : 
"  but  on  an  occafion  like  this,  I  ihould  think 
"  myfelf  guilty  of  great  injuftice,  if  I  refufed  to 
"  confirm  what  I  have  before  avowed. 

"  I  therefore  aflure  you,  Sir,  that  I  am  ready 
*'  to  give  my  atteflation  to  every  fentence  relating 
"  to  me  mentioned  in  your  Letter  to  Dr  Jones  : 
And  as  far  as  I  had  an  opportunity  of  being 
acquainted  with  other  particulars  in  this  cafe, 
"  you  have  adhered  ftriftly  to  truth  in  the^ac- 
'  *'  count  you  have  given.  I  am 

"  Your  moft  obedient  humble  fervant, 

Edmund  Goodwin." 

«  Dr  Monro's  anfwer  to  me  was  in  the  follow- 
ine[  words. 

^  To 


To  Dr  DuNCANi 

«  Sir, 

"  I  have  perufed  your  Letter  to  Dr  Robert 
"  Jones,  and  hereby  declare  in  the  moft  folemn 
*'  manner,  that,  fo  far  as  is  confiftent  with  my 
*'  knowledge,  every  circumftance  in  it  is  related 
"  by  you  with  the  moft  ftri£l  regard  to  truth, 
"  I  am.  Sir, 
"  Your  moft  humble  fervant, 

"  Alexander  Monro," 

In  confirmation  of  this  teftimony  by  Dr  Monro 
and  Mr  Goodwin,  I  fliall  next  add  that  of  Mr 
Ifaacfon  himfelf.  He  left  Edinburgh  laft  fum- 
mer ;  and  is  at  prefent  at  Landwade,  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  New-Market.  But  I  tranfmitted  to 
him  the  following  queries  ;  to  which  he  return- 
ed, in  courfe  of  poft,  the  anfwer  fubjoined  to 
each. 

Queries  fent  by  Dr  Dimcan  to  Mr  Ifaacfon 
at  Landwade,  to  which  Mr  Ifaacfon's  an- 
fwers  are  fubjoined. 

^ef.  I.  Was  1  called  in  to  attend  you  during 
your  fever,  by  no  authority  but  my  own,  with- 
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out  your  knowledge,  and  contrary  to  your  incli^ 
nation  ? 

Anf,  My  friends,  Meffrs.  Fox  and  Goodwin, 
thinking  me  very  ill,  propofed  calling  in  you;  to 
which  I  confcnted. 

^ef.  2.  Was  Dr  Monro  called  in  on  my 
fuggeftion,  and  with  your  confent  and  approba- 
tion, to  attend  you  in  conjunftion  with  me? 

Anf.  I  am  certain  he  was. 

^ef.  3.  Did  you  ever  call  Mr  Jones  t6  at- 
tend you  in  that  fever  ?  Did  he  ever  meet  with 
Dr  Monro  or  me  in  our  vifits  to  you  ?  And  did 
you  ever  confider  yourfelf  as  being  his  patient 
during  our  attendance?" 

Anf.  The  doraeltics  faid,  that  I  frequently  call- 
ed for  Mr  Jones.  Whether  I  was  rational  or  not 
at  the  time,  they  muft  determine :  But  I  had  not 
the  leaft  recolleftion  of  that  circumftance  when 
it  was  mentioned  to  me  after  my  recovery.  I  con- 
lidered  myfelf  as  your  patient  from  the  firft  day 
of  your  attendance;  and  to  the  befl;  of  my  know- 
ledge, Mr  Jones  never  faw  you  or  Dr  Monro  in 
my  chamber  during  my  illnefs. 

^ef.  z}.  Did  you  ever,  after  your  recovery, 
hear  from  the  nurfe,  that  Mr  Jones  wanted  to  per- 
fuade  her  to  give  you  fuch  medicines  as  he  fhonld 
bring  her,  and  to  difobey  our  orders? 

Anf.  The  nurfe  declared  to  me,  that  Mr  Jones 
folicited  her  to  adminifter  the  medicines  he 
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brought  according  to  his  direftions,  and  not  to 
mind  the  phyficians.  But  flie  aflurcd  me,  that 
the  injundions  of  the  phyficians  were  implicitly 
attended  to,  and  Mr  Jones's  entirely  neglefted. 

^ef.  5.  Did  fhe  not  tell  you,  in  my  prefence, 
that  Mr  Jones  had  offered  her  money  as  a  bribe, 
if  fhe  would  a£t  by  his  direftions  without  the 
knowledge  of  your  phyficians? 

Anf,  She  did  tell  me  fo. 
Landwadcy  Nov.  15.  1781. 

That  the  account  given  of  this  affair  by  Mr 
Ifaacfon*s  landlady,  and  the  two  nurfes  who  at- 
tended him,  might  be  better  authenticated,  I  here 
fubjoin  their  depofitions  on  oath,  as  delivered  be- 
fore a  civil  magiftrate. 

*'  At  Edinburgh^  the  ninth  day  of  November 
one  thoufand  feven  hundred  and  eighty- one 
years :  In  prefence  of  Robert  Moubray,  Efq; 
one  of  the  raagiftrates  of  Portfburgh, 
*'  Compeared  Margaret  Honey  man,  fpoufe 
of  James  Tullis  wright  in  Middleton*s-Entry,  in 
the  diftrift  of  Eafter  Portfburgh,  who  being  fo- 
lemnly  fworn,  examined,  and  interrogate,  de- 
pones. That  Mr  John  Braham  Ifaacfon,  fludent 
of  medicine  in  the  univerfity  of  Edinburgh,  lod- 
ged in  the  deponent's  houfe  for  about  eight 
months  previous  to  June  lafl:.     That  in  the 
months  of  Oflobcr  and  November  1780,  he  was 

confined 


[    31  J 

confined  for  fome  weeks  with  a  dangerous  fever; 
and  was  attended  by  Dr  Monro  and  Dr  Duncan, 
who  vifited  him  regularly  twice  a-day  while  he 
continued  in  danger,  and  left  direftions  with  Mr 
Edmund  Goodwin,  ftudent  of  medicine,  who  alfo 
lodged  in  the  deponent's  houfe,  as  to  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  patient;  which  diredtions  were 
communicated  by  Mr  Goodwin  to  the  deponent 
and  the  fick-nurfc.  Depones,  That  Mr  Robert 
Jones,  another  ftudent  of  medicine,  came  fre- 
quently to  inquire  after  Mr  Ifaacfon,  and  fome- 
times  went  into  the  room  to  himj  but  the  depo- 
nent is  certain  that  he  never  was  in  the  houfe  at 
the  fame  time  with  Doctors  Monro  and  Duncan* 
That  Mr  Jones  fometimes  went  to  Mr  Goodwin's 
room ;  and  Mr  Goodwin  informed  the  deponent, 
that  thofe  vifits  were  very  difagrecable  to  him, 
and  that  he  was  obliged  to  bolt  the  door  to  keep 
him  out ;  and  defired  the  deponent  to  do  every- 
thing in  her  power  to  prevent  Mr  Jones  from 
having  accefs  to  him ;  and  particularly,  to  ftop 
the  key-hole  of  his  door  with  paper,  that  Mr 
Jones  might  not  know  by  the  light  of  his  candle 
that  he  was  at  home.  Depones,  That  Mr  Jones 
repeatedly  endeavoured  to  perfuade  the  deponent 
that  Dr  Monro  and  Dr  Duncan  were  treating 
Mr  Ifaacfon's  cafe  very  improperly,  and  to  pre- 
vail with  her  to  take  medicines  from  him,  iand 
to  adminifter  them  to  Mr  Ifaacfon  privately,  with- 
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out  the  knowledge  of  the  phyficians  or  the  nurfe ; 
but  this  fhe  pofitively  refufed  to  do.    She,  how- 
ever, in  the  prefence  of  Mr  Jones  himfelfj  re- 
peated to  the  nurfe  the  requeft  he  had  made, 
and  the  nurfe  alfo  refufed  to  comply  with  it;  up- 
on which  Mr  Jones  faid,  that  Mr  Ifaacfon,  when 
he  recovered,  would  reward  her  well,  if  fhe  ad- 
miniftered  the  medicines  as  defired.  Depones, 
That  pn  the  nurfe's  ftill  refufmg,  Mr  Jones  faid 
flie  was  a  damned  fool,  for  he  would  give  her 
two  guineas  if  fhe  follow-ed  his  diredVions ;  to 
which  flie  anfwered,  that  fhe  would  not  do  it  if 
any  body  would  give  her  her  apron  full  of  gold. 
Depones,  That,  fome  days  after,  the  nurfe  in- 
formed the  deponent,  that  fhe  had  been  carried 
to  Dr  Brown's  houfe  by  Mr  Jones  j  and  that, 
when  there,  fhe  had  been  again  .requeft ed  and 
prefTed  to  adminifter  the  medicines,  as  above  de- 
poned to,  but  that  fhe  had  perfifted  in  refufmg 
to  comply.    Depones,  That  one  evening  late, 
the  deponent  faw  Mr  Jones  drop  an  hundred  drops 
of  laudanum  into  a  tea-cup,  and  add  fome  wine 
thereto,  which  he  immediately  carried  to  Mr 
Ifaacfon's  room ;  and  the  deponent,  who  was 
frighted  that  he  would  give  the  patient  this  dofe, 
which  fhe  thought  would  kill  him,  followed  Mr 
Jones  to  the  room.    That  Mr  Jones  endeavour- 
ed to  make  Mr  Ifaacfon  fwallow  the  contents : 
That  Mr  Ifaacfon  did  not  feem  at  that  time  to  be 
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free  from  delirium  fufficiently  to  know  Mr  Jones; 
but  on  tafling  the  medicine,  he  fpit  it  out  of  his 
mouth  J  cried  out  that  it  was  laudanum,  and  that 
he  was  poifoned  :  but  to  the  bed  of  the  depo- 
nent's obfervation,  he  did  not  fwallow  any  of  the 
medicine.  Depones,  That  upon  this  Mr  Jones 
left  the  room,  defiring  the  deponent  not  to  leave 
Mr  Ifaacfon  till  flie  had  made  him  fwallow  it :  but 
no  fooner  was  he  gone,  than  the  deponent  took 
the  cup,  and  after  (bowing  it  to  the  nurfs,  and 
telling  her  how  the  contents  had  been  compound- 
ed, emptied  it  into  the  fire-place.  Depones,  That, 
the  nurfe  never  did,  as  far  as  the  deponent  knows, 
ever  give  any  medicines  to  Mr  Ifaacfon,  except 
thofe  ordered  by  Dr  Monro  and  Dr  Duncan, 
which  were  delivered  to  her  by  Mr  Goodwin  and 
the  deponent ;  and  from  the  deponent's  attention 
to  Mr  Ifaacfon  during  the  dangerous  part  of  his 
illnefs,  fhe  is  certain  that  no  medicine  could  be 
given  him  without  her  knowledge ;  and  flie  her- 
felf  never  gave  him  any,  except  thofe  ordered  by 
Dr  Monro  and  Dr  Duncan.  Depones,  That 
fome  weeks  ago,  Mr  Jones  came  to  the  deponent, 
and  informed  her  that  he  was  about  to  publifli  a 
book,  in  which  he  was  to  give  an  account  of  th^ 
cure  performed  by  him  upon  Mr  Ifaacfon;  and  that 
he  wiflied  to  have  her  atteflation  of  the  faft,  to  be 
iinferted  in  that  book.  That  he  then  read  over  to 
'her  a  ftate  of  the  cafe,  which  the  deponent  refufed 
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to  atteft;  telling  him,  that  fhe  woulcl  not  put  her 
name  to  what  was  not  confiftent  with  truth;  for 
Mr  Ifaacfon  had  never  got  any  thing  by  his  di- 
reclion  but  a  flannel  fhirt,  after  the  turn  of  the 
fever.  All  this  is  truth,  as  flie  fliall  anfwer  to 
God. 

*'  Compeared  Janet  Fergufon,  fpoufe  to 
Charles  BifTet  trone-man  in  Edinburgh ;  who  be- 
ing folemnly  fworn,  examined,  and  interrogate, 
depones,  That  for  feveh  weeks  preceding  the 
i8th  of  December  1780,  fhe  attended  Mr  John 
Braham  Ifaacfon,  ftudent  of  medicine  in  the  uni- 
verfity  of  Edinburgh,  in  the  capacity  of  a  fick- 
nurfe ;  Mr  Ifaacfon  being  at  that  time  fick  of  a 
fever,  at  his  lodgings  at  Mr  James  Tullis's  in 
Middleton's-Entry,  Ediuburgh.  Depones,  That 
when  the  deponent  firfl  went  to  wait  on  Mr  I- 
faacfon,he  was  attended  by  Dr  Andrew  Duncan 
phyfician  in  Edinburgh,  and  nobody  elfe  in  the 
medical  line ;  but  a  few  days  after,  Dr  Duncan 
called  in  Dr  Monro,  profeffor  of  anatomy  in  the 
univerfity  of  Edinburgh,  to  his  afiiftance ;  and 
thereafter,  thofe  two  gentlemen  gave  regular  at- 
tendance upon  Mr  Ifaacfon  fo  long  as  the  depo- 
nent  continued  to  wait  upon  him  as  fick-nurfe, 
which  was  till  he  was  fo  well  recovered  as  to 
go  out  in  a  chair.  Depones,  That  during  all 
the  time  flie  continued  with  Mr  Ifaacfon, 
Dr  Duncan  vifited  him  twice  every  day,  and 
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fometimes  oftener  when  the  deponent  fent  for 
him  J  and  fo  long  as  Mr  Ifaacfon  continued  in 
danger,  Dr  Monro  alfo  attended  him  twice  every 
day  along  with  Dr  Duncan.  Depones,  That  Mr 
Edmund  Goodwin,  a  ftudent  of  medicine  who 
lived  in  the  fame  houfe  with  Mr  Ifaacfon,  was  in 
ufe  to  direft  the  deponent  as  to  the  management 
of  Mr  Ifaacfon  when  the  phyficians  were  not  iu 
the  houfe  ;  and  it  confifts  with  the  deponent's 
knowledge,  that  Mr  Goodwin  received  direftions 
regularly  from  Dr  Monro  and  Dr  Duncan ;  and 
thefe  gentlemen  were  in  ufe,  after  feeing  the  pa- 
tient, of  meeting  with  Mr  Goodwin  in  his  own 
room,  as  Mr  Goodwin  declined  going  into  Mr 
Ifaacfon's  room  while  he  continued  in  danger; 
and  the  medicines  which  the  deponent  admini- 
ftered  to  Mr  Ifaacfon,  were  fometimes  delivere-d 
to  her  by  Mrs  Tullis  the  landlady,  and  at  other 
times  by  Mr  Goodwin.  Depones,  That  the  de- 
ponent knew  Mr  Robert  Jones  late  ftudent  of 
phyfic  in  the  univerfity  of  Edinburgh:  That 
Mr  Jones,  as  well  as  fome  others  of  Mr  Ifaac- 
fon's  fellow-ftudents  were  in  ufe  of  coming  to 
fee  him  during  his  illnefs  ;  but  Mr  Jones  never 
was  in  Mr  Ifaacfon's  room  along  with  Drs  Mon- 
ro and  Duncan,  nor  did  he  ever  converfe  with 
thofe  gentlemen  in  Mrs  TuUis's  houfe,  as  far  as 
the  deponent  knows.  Depones,  That  Mr  Jones  j 
along  with  Mrs  TuHis  the  landlady,  called  the 
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deponent  out  of  Mr  lfaacfon*s  room  one  day 
when  his  difeafe  was  at  the  worfl,  and  Mrs  TuUis 
informed  the  deponent  that  Mr  Jones  was  very 
defirous  that  the  deponent  fliould  adminifter  to 
Mr  Ifaacfon  certain  medicines,  which  he  faid  had 
been  prefcribed  by  Dr  John  Brown  ;  and  that 
Mr  Jones  had  appHed  to  her  (the  landlady)  to 
propofe  the  matter  to  the  deponent.  That  upon 
this  the  deponent  faid,  that  as  Mr  Ifaacfon  was 
attended  by  two  of  the  firft  phyficians  in  Edin- 
burgh, flie  would  give  him  nothing  but  by  their 
direftions  :  To  which  Mr  Jones  anfwered,  that 
if  the  deponent  would  do  as  he  defired  her,  Mr 
Ifaacfon  would  give  her  a  handfome  reward  when 
he  recovered.  That  Mr  Jones  then  told  her, 
that  the  medicine  he  wiflied  her  to  adminifter  to 
Mr  Ifaacfon,  was  a  bottle  of  double  rum,  of 
which  Ihe  was  to  give  him  a  glafsful  with  fifty 
drops  of  laudanum  in  it  the  firfl  night,  and  ano- 
ther glafsful  with  I  DO  drops  of  laudanum  in  it 
the  fecond  night,  if  the  firfl:  dofe  fliould  have  a 
good  efl"e£l.  To  this  propofal  the  deponent  an- 
fwered, that  if  fuch  medicines  were  given  to 
Mr  Ifaacfon  in  the  flate  in  which  he  then  was, 
he  would  not  recover  to  reward  either  her  or  Mr 
Jones.  To  which  he  (Mr  Jones)  replied,  that 
the  deponent  was  a  damned  fool  for  refufmg, 
and  that  he  would  give  her  two  guineas  out  of 
his  own  pocket  if  flie  would  do  it :  Upon  which 
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the  deponent  faid,  that  if  the  beft  graduate  in 
Edinburgh  would  give  tier  her  apron-full  of  gold 
ihc  would  not  do  it :  Whereupon  Mr  Jones 
fwore  at  the  deponent,  and  faid  that  he  would 
do  for  her  ;  and  immediately  the  deponent  went 
into  Mr  Ifaacfon's  room,  and  fliut  the  door.  De- 
pones, That  two  or  three  days  after  this,  when 
the  deponent  was  going  to  her  own  houfe  for 
Ibme  clean  Unen,  fhe  met  Mr  Jones  in  the  Pot- 
ter-row, juft  at  the  head  of  Middleton's  Entry  ; 
when  he  renewed  his  former  requeft,  and  walked 
along  wirfi  the  deponent  till  they  came  to  the 
well,  when  he  defired  her  to  go  into  the  mouth 
of  Cellers's  Court  to  talk  farther  on  the  fubjeft  : 
and  the  deponent  having  gone  accordingly,  Mr 
Jones  opened  a  door  at  the  end  of  the  court,  and 
ufliered  the  deponent  into  a  houfe,  where  fhe 
found  a  gentleman  whom  fhe  underftood  from 
his  converfation  to  beDr  Brown,  and  the  mafter 
of  the  houfe.  That  the  Doftor  afked  her  what 
fhe  thought  of  Mr  Ifaacfon's  fituation ;  to  which 
flue  anfwered,  that  fhe  thought  him  very  low:  and 
Dr  Brown  immediately  repeated  the  requeft  for- 
merly made  to  the  deponent  by  Mr  Jones  ;  ad- 
ding, that  he  would  fend  the  rum  and  laudanum, 
and  alfo  fome  Madeira.  The  deponent,  how- 
ever, refufcd  again  to  do  as  defired  ;  and  Dr 
lirown,  finding  that  fhe  would  not  confent  to  give 
the  medicines  herfelf,  propofed  that  fhe  would 
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allow  Mr  Jones  to  adminifter  them:  But  this 
alfo  the  deponent  pofitively  refufed  ;  and  imme- 
diately left  the  houfe.  Depones,  That  as  flic 
fufpedled  Mr  Jones  would  endeavour,  notwith- 
ftanding  what  had  paffed,  to  adminifter  the  me- 
dicines to  Mr  Ifaacfon,  flie  defired  the  landlady 
not  to  call  her  out  of  the  room  to  Mr  Jones  for 
the  future,  and  flie  faw  or  heard  nothing  of  Mr 
Jones  or  Dr  Brown  for  fome  days ;  when  Mr 
Jones,  one  evening  when  Drs  Monro  and  Dun- 
can were  gone  from  vifiting  Mr  Ifaacfon,  came 
into  Mr  Ifaacfon's  room,  along  with  the  landlady: 
That  the  deponent,  being  employed  at  the  fire-fide, 
did  not  obferve  Mr  Jones  immediately,  but  hear- 
ing Mr  Ifaacfon  cry  out,  "  Good  God,  what  is 
"  this  ?  it  is  laudanum !  I  am  poifoned  1"  flie 
went  to  the  bed,  and  found  Mr  Jones  with  a  tea- 
cup in  his  hand  containing  fome  liquid,  which 
he  afterwards  fet  down  on  the  table,  requefting 
the  landlady  to  give  it  to  Mr  Ifaacfon  at  a  pro- 
per opportunity :  That  the  deponent  did  not 
upon  this  occafion  fay  any  thing  to  Mr  Jones 
againfl  adminillring  the  medicines,  having  been 
previoufly  advifed  by  Mr  Goodwin,  to  whom  flie 
had  mentioned  the  threatenings  ufed  by  Mr  Jones, 
to  appear  to  acquiefce  in  Mr  Jones's  propofal : 
but  immediately  on  Mr  Jones  leaving  the  room, 
which  he  did  after  giving  the  landlady  the  direc- 
tions as  above,  the  deponent  tafted  what  was  in 
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the  cup ;  and  being  told  by  the  landlady  that 
there  was  laudanum  in  it,  and  finding  by  her 
tafte  that  it  was  in  great  quantity,  flie  obferved, 
that  if  Mr  Ifaacfon  had  taken  it,  it  would  have 
killed  him,  and  the  landlady  immediately  threw 
the  contents  of  the  cup  into  the  fire  ;  and  the 
deponent  obferved  from  the  quantity  thus  thrown 
out,  that  Mr  Ifaacfon  got  very  little  of  the  dofe. 
Depones,  That  Mr  Ifaacfon  in  his  delirium  often 
mentioned  Mr  Jones  as  fpeaking  to  him,  but  ne- 
ver Dr  Brown ;  nor  did  he  ever,  when  free  from 
delirium,  defire  either  Dr  Brown  or  Mr  Jones 
to  be  fent  for.  And  the  deponent,  who  was  al- 
mofl  conftantly  in  the  room  with  Mr  Ifaacfon 
till  his  recovery,  never  faw  him  get  any  medi- 
cines but  thofe  ordered  by  Drs  Monro  and 
Duncan,  nor  heard  of  his  getting  any.  And 
farther  depones.  That  neither  Dr  Duncan  nor 
any  other  perfon  whatever,  have  at  any  time  ufed 
any  means  with  the  deponent  to  prevail  with  her 
to  give  any  other  account  of  any  thing  that  hap- 
pened during  her  attendance  on  Mr  Ifaacfon, 
or  fince,  but  what  is  confiftent  with  truth  ;  and 
particularly  that  Dr  Duncan  has  never  converfed 
with  her  on  this  fubjefl  except  in  Mr  Ifaacfon's 
room.  And  alfo  depones.  That  the  deponent 
never  informed  either  Dr  Monro  or  Dr  Duncan 
of  any  of  the  fa£ts  (he  has  now  deponed  to,  till 
after  Mr  Ifaacfon  was  out  of  danger  j  when,  on 
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Dr  DuAcan's  a'fking  her,  whether  Mr  Jones  or 
Dr  Brown  had  at  any  time  interfered  with  his 
patient,  fhe  told  him  the  fa£i  as  now  deponed  to. 
And  all  this  is  truth,  as  fhe  fliall  anfwer  to  God. 

"  Compeared  Janet  Murray,  fpoufe  to  James 
Reid  porter  in  Edinburgh  ;  who  being  folemnly 
fworn,  examined,  and  interrogate,  depones. 
That  in  the  months  of  Odober  and  November 
1780,  flie  attended  Mr  Ifaacfon  in  quality  of 
fick-nurfe,  as  afliflant  to  Mrs  Biffet  the  former 
deponent ;  That  when  Mr  Ifaacfon  was  at  the 
worft,  Mrs  Biflct  or  Mrs  Tullis  were  conftantly 
with  her  in  Mr  Ifaacfon's  room  :  That  Mr  Ifaac- 
fon was  regularly  attended  by  Drs  Monro  and 
Duncan,  and  that  he  regularly  got  the  medicines 
which  they  ordered.  Depones,  That  (he  never 
gave  him  any  medicines  ordered  by  any  other 
perfon,  and  that  nobody  ever  applied  to  her  to 
give  him  any  other  medicines  than  thofe  ordered 
by  Drs  Monro  and  Duncan.  Depones,  Th«it 
flie  faw  Mr  Jones  fometimes  call  at  Mr  Ifaacfon's 
room,  but  that  fhe  never  faw  him  attempt  to 
give  him  any  medicines.  Depones,  That  fhe 
heard  from  Mrs  TulHs  the  landlady,  and  Mrs 
Biffet  the  nurfe,  while  (lie  attcndeti  Mr  Ifaacfon, 
that  Mr  Jones  one  night  attempted  to  give  hiwi  a 
draught,  which  he  would  not  take;  and  that  after 
Mr  Jones  left  the  room,  the  landlady  threw  it 
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into  the  fire-place.  And  all  this  is  truth,  as  flie 
fliall  anfwer  to  God." 

From  the  evidence  here  delivered,  I  leave  the 
reader  to  form  his  own  conclufions,  both  with 
refpeft  to  the  conduft  of  Dr  Jones  in  Mr  Ifaac- 
fon's  cafe,  and  the  account  which  he  has  given 
of  it.  I  began  my  Letter  with  obferving,  that 
it  was  my  intention  to  confine  myfelf  to  this  cafe 
only ;  and  I  have  accordingly  adhered  to  that 
refolution.  I  cannot,  however,  conclude  without 
remarking,  that  from  all  I  have  been  able  tolearn, 
the  injurious  afperfions  which  he  has  thrown  out 
againft  other  gentlemen  in  Edinburgh  are  founded 
on  fimilar  mifreprefentations.  Nay,  he  isnotmore 
accurate  with  refpeft  to  facts  when  he  beftows 
applaufe,  than  when  he  pours  forth  illiberal  abufe. 
To  prove  this,  I  (hall  briefly  take  notice  of  the  two 
moft  remarkable  inftances  of  panegyric  which  I 
have  been  able  to  find  in  his  work,  excepting  only 
the  praifes  of  Dr  Brown  :  And  in  thefe  inftances 
alfo,  the  praife  feems  indeed  to  be  introduced 
principally  to  magnify  Dr  Brown's  reputation. 

At  one  place  he  beftows  a  very  high  enco- 
mium on  my  worthy  and  intimate  friend  Dr 
James  Hamilton  of  the  Royal  Infirmary,  He 
reprefents  Dr  Hamilton  as  having,  in  confe- 
quence  of  Dr  Brown's  nev/  difcovery,  intro- 
duced into  the  Hofpital  the  ufe  of  brandy  in 
;the  cure  of  fevers.  In  proof  of  this,  he  has 
i printed  the  cafe  of  Thomas  Collins  from  the  re- 
cords 
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cords  of  the  Hofpltal ;  in  his  remarks  upon  which, 
he  afcribes  the  cure  to  eight  ounces  of  brandy 
ordered  for  this  patient. 

Here  it  is  unnecefTary  to  obferve,  that  wine 
and  brandy  had  been  ufed  in  certain  kinds  and 
ftates  of  fever,  not  only  by  Dr  Hamilton  in  the 
Infirmary  at  Edinburgh,  but  by  every  practi- 
tioner in  this  country,  long  before  Dr  Brown 
had  thrown  out  even  the  moft  diftant  infinua- 
tion  refpeding  his  new  hypothefis.  But  it  is 
fomewhat  fingular,  that  the  predileftion  which 
Dr  Jones  feems  to  have  for  brandy,  fliould  here 
lead  him  entirely  to  overlook  the  effeft  of  ano- 
ther verj  aftive  medicine.  On  the  very  day 
upon  which,  even  according  to  Dr  Jones  him- 
felf,  the  cure  in  this  cafe  was  performed,  Dr 
Hamilton  ordered  for  his  patient  five  bolufes, 
each  containing,  according  to  the  hiftory  which 
he  gives  of  the  cafe,  no  lefs  than  ten  grains  of 
the  calx  antimonii  nitrata.  This,  1  need  hardly 
obferve,  is  a  medicine  which  the  .College  of 
Phyficians  at  Edinburgh  have  introduced  into 
their  Pharmacopoeia,  as  being,  if  not  exadly,  at 
leaft  nearly  the  famf  withDr  James's  fever-powder. 

Mr  Lata,  who  officiates  as  clerk  to  Dr  Hamil- 
ton in  the  Royal  Infirmary,  and  who  is  permitted 
to  prefcribe  when  any  particular  occurrence  re- 
quires it,  vifited  this  patient  in  the  evening ;  and 
finding  that  he  was  reduced  very  low  under  a 
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loofenefs  which  before  fubfifted,  and  was  in- 
creafed  by  the  antimonial,  ordered  him  eight 
ounces  of  brandy,  mixed  with  twice  as  much  wa- 
ter, to  be  taken  in  fmall  quantities  at  a  time  at 
fhort  intervals.  If,  therefore,  the  brandy  produced 
a  cure,  the  merit  is  due  to  Mr  Lata  :  And  if 
there  be  any  foundation  for  Dr  Jones's  com- 
pliment, he  is  ury'uftly  deprived  of  the  honour 
of  having  introduced  a  complete  revolution  of 
the  medical  art  in  the  chief  nurfery.  of  its  prac- 
tical part  in  Scotland. 

But  the  reader  will  be  pleafed  to  obferve,  that 
the  antimonial  not  only  operated  by  ftool,  but 
induced  alfo  a  profufe  fweat.  Under  this  fweat 
the  patient  flill  continued  when  Dr  Hamilton  vi- 
fited  him  next  day  at  jioon,  and  found  him  free 
from  complaints,  with  his  pulfe  at  84.  Accord- 
ingly, at  that  vifit,  both  the  antimonial,  and  the 
brandy  alfo,  were  ordered  to  be  omitted.  Dr 
Hamilton  then  thought,  and  ftill  thinks,  that  this 
fever  was  cured  by  the  antimonial;  and  I  dare 
fay,  very  few  praflitioners  who  read  the  cafe, 
even  with  Dr  Jones's  remarks  upon  it,  will  en- 
tertain a  different  opinion. 

Here,  however,  the  medical  reader  will  pro- 
bably be  ftartled  at  the  great  quantity  of  the  an- 
timonial which  was  employed.  ForDr  Hamil- 
ton is  made  to  prefcribe  for  his  patient,  no  lefs 
than  50  grains  of  this  powerful  medicine.  The 
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truth  is,  each  bolus,  as  appears  from  the  apothe- 
cary's books,  contained  only  5  grains  of  the  an- 
timonial,  in  place  of  10,  as  printed  by  Dr  Jones. 
Whether  this  has  proceeded  from  ignorance  in 
the  tranfcriber  of  the  cafe,  or  inaccuracy  in  the 
printer,  I  will  not  pretend  to  fay.  But,  indepen- 
dently of  this  miftake,  the  reader  muft  fee  how 
little  claim  Dr  Hamilton  has  to  the  fulfome  com- 
pliments which  Dr  Jones  has  belt  owed  upon  him. 

In  another  part  of  this  Inquiry,  a  high  enco- 
mium is  beftowed  upon  the  Society  of  Scots  An- 
tiquaries, and  their  illuftrious  Founder.  After 
this,  the  reader  is  told,  that  Dr  Brown,  from  the 
fole  confideratlon  of  his  literature,  was,  without 
application,  and  without  his  knowledge,  chofen 
their  Latin  fecretary.  From  whence  Dr  Jones 
has  derived  this  information,!  know  not:  but  as 
I  had  the  honour  of  being  admitted  a  member 
of  the  fociety  prior  to  Dr  Brown's  appoint- 
ment to  any  office  in  it,  and  as  I  have  been  very 
regular  in  attending  their  meetings,  I  mav  be 
fuppofed  to  know  fomething  of  the  circumftances 
of  the  cafe.  Here  alfo  he  is  as  wide  of  the  truth 
as  in  the  former  inftance. 

I  was  prefent  at  the  meeting  of  the  Society  of 
Scots  Antiquaries  when  Dr  Brown  was  appointed 
to  the  office  which  he  now  holds  in  it.  At  that 
meeting,  John  Callander,  Efq;  of  Craigforth,was 
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unanimoufly  nominated  fecretary  for  foreign  cor- 
refpondence.  But  Mr  Gummy ng,  the  ordinary  fe- 
cretary of  the  fociety,  obferved,  that  as  Mr  Callan- 
der refided  in  the  country,  his  affiftance  could  not 
always  be  immediately  obtained.  He  therefore 
urged,  that  Dr  Brown  ihould  be  appointed  affift- 
ant  fecretary  for  the  Latin,  and  Mr  Drummond 
for  the  French  language.  Mr  Alexander  Wight, 
one  of  the  vice-prefidents  of  the  Society,  who 
had  propofed  Mr  Callander,  obferved,  that  the 
abilities  of  the  fecretary  already  nominated  were 
fo  well  known  to  the  members  in  general,  that 
none  of  them  would  fuppofe  he  required  any  af- 
fiftant  either  for  Latin  or  French ;  but,  in 
confequence  of  his  refidence  in  the  country, 
Mr  Wight  made  no  objeftion  to  this  addi- 
tional appointment.  The  Earl  of  Buchan,  who 
fat  as  prefident  at  that  time,  then  alked  Mr  Cum- 
myng  whether  he  had  converfed  with  thefe  gen- 
tlemen on  this  fubjea,  and  knew  that  the  offices 
would  be  agreeable  to  them.  To  this  Mr  Cum- 
myng  replied,  that  both  of  them  were  very  de- 
firous  to  obtain  thefe  appointments.  With  what 
juftice,  then,  can  it  be  faid,  that  Dr  Brown  was 
.  appointed,  without  application,  and  without  his 
knowledge? 

Thefe  circumftances,  although  in  themfelves 
they  be  of  very  little  importance,  yet  ferve  to  fhow 
how  precipitate  Dr  Jones  has  been  in  his  affer- 
tions,  without  taking  the  trouble  of  procuring  in- 
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formation,  even  when  it  could  eafily  have  been 
obtained  ;  and  how  cautious  every  reader  ought 
to  be,  before  he  gives  his  affent  to  any  thing  con- 
tained in  Dr  Jones's  Inquiry  into  the  State  of 
Medicine^  although  pofitively  aflerted  as  an  un- " 
doubted  truth. 


FINIS. 


